INTRODUCTION
Power has been viewed as an abstract concept (Thomas and Wareing, 1999) . However, it is equated with influence and control (Brockeriede, 1971; van Dijk, 1993 van Dijk, , 1996 Oha, 1994; Fairclough, 2001 ). From these assertions, power could be viewed as the ability to direct and constrain the behaviour of others. Power is encoded in the ideological workings of language and ideology is invested at all levels of language. The features or levels of language which are encoding power is worth studying. Therefore this paper explores, from Fairclough's perspective of CDA and Halliday's systemic functional linguistics, those linguistic variables that encode power in the speeches.
Analytical Framework
This paper draws on CDA and systemic functional linguistics as theoretical basis. The study of implicit ideology is a major preoccupation of CDA; a theory that seeks to unravel connections between discourse practices, social practices, and social structures, connections that may be opaque to text consumers. CDA tries to "unmask ideologically permeated and often obscured structures of power, political control, and dominance ... in language in use" (Wodak, de Cillia, Reisigl, and Liebhart, 1999:8) .
Fairclough is one of the proponents of CDA and his approach is considered appropriate to this paper. There is an aspect of sociocognition in Fairclough's approach which he calls members' resources (MR) which deals with aspect of text production and interpretation (Fairclough, 2001 ). MR is very crucial to our analysis in this paper.
Though the approaches of these scholars differ, their major focus has been of studying implicit ideology in discourse.
Ideologies are 'common-sense' assumptions that people bring into the production and interpretation of texts (Fairclough, 2001 ). In order to uncover these assumptions, Fairclough (1992 Fairclough ( , 1995 Fairclough ( , 2001 resorts to an eclectic approach that incorporates both the productive and interpretative processes of text analysis. Formal traces of texts could be traces of the productive process which serve as cues in the process of interpretation (Fairclough, 2001 ). Also, MR is drawn upon in the process of interpretation. MR refers to background knowledge which is drawn upon to interpret texts (Fairclough, 2001 ). This background knowledge is cognitive because it resides in people's head.
According to Fairclough (2001:20) , "people internalize what is socially produced and made available to them, and use this internalized MR to engage in their social practice including discourse." MR, which is brought into the process of production and interpretation, is implicit. Such implicitness is usually contained in taken-for-granted background knowledge. Background knowledge subsumes 'naturalized' ideological representations (Fairclough, 2001 ). These ideological representations take the form of non-ideological common sense which is best achieved through the process of 'naturalization' and 'naturalization' is the twin brother of opacity. It gives ideological representations the status of common sense and makes them become invisible as ideologies.
The implicit nature of ideology helps in sustaining power relations. In this regard, Fairclough (2001:2) argues that "the exercise of power...is increasingly achieved through ideology, and more particularly through the ideological workings of language." According to him, "language/ ideology issues ought to figure in the wider framework of theories and analysis of power" (Fairclough, 1995:70) . In analysing power in discourse, van Dijk (1996) his/her attitude and judgments, his/her encoding of the role relationships in the situation, and his/her motive in saying anything at all (Halliday and Hasan, 1976) . This functional component is represented by mood and modality (Halliday, 1978) . Mood system is also related to the textual function of the semantic system (Halliday, 1970) . Modality (the use of modals in stating the degrees of probability in discourse) relates to the interpersonal function of Halliday's metafunction. Aside the use of modals in stating the degree of probability in discourse, they are also used for the 'modulation' of process. This, according to Halliday 
Data Presentation and Analysis
The analysis focuses on two levels that obtain the unpacking of ideology. These are: micro and macro levels These shall be discussed in turn.
Power as Suppression
The 
Power as Domination
This is a strategy deployed by the speaker to show the supremacy of a particular view or belief over that of others. 
Power as Liberalism
A speaker uses power to liberalise when she/he does not impose any constraint on the audience. In such situation, the basic concern of such speaker is to express her/his intention and give room for the audience to freely make their decisions or choices of the views or opinions to embrace. This is illustrated in Ex. 5. 
Ex. 5 "The labour of our hand is not only meant to fetch us our daily bread, it is also meant to clean and

